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All the work that Professor Toy does is valuable and instructive, 
and, if we cannot altogether agree with his results, we can at least 
cordially commend the Commentary as a valuable addition to our 

material for the study of the book of Proverbs. 

John P. Peters. 
New York City. 



Israel's Messianic Hope to the Time of Jesus. A Study in 
the Historical Development of the Foreshadowings of the 
Christ in the Old Testament and Beyond. By George 
Stephen Goodspeed, Professor in the University of Chicago. 
New York: The Macmillan Co.; London: Macmillan & 
Co., Ltd., 1900. Pp. x + 314. $1.50. 
Messianic prophecy is the most important subject of Old Testa- 
ment study. Thereby one is introduced into the heart of these Scrip- 
tures and realizes most fully the unique and inspired character of the 
Hebrew religion. We welcome, then, especially this volume of Pro- 
fessor Goodspeed. Elementary in character and furnishing little for 
the advanced student, it is yet a fine piece of scholarly work, revealing 
throughout a true pedagogical instinct. The messianic hope is consid- 
ered in the large aspect of the foreshadowings nat simply pertaining to a 
future personal Messiah, but to the future of the kingdom of God. The 
leading messianic passages furnished with introductions are quoted in 
full and then expounded in reference to their main ideas. (These 
passages themselves take up about one-third of the volume.) The 
work thus resembles somewhat closely the similar ones of Professors 
Briggs and von Orelli, but is an improvement upon these, not only in 
being written in reference to more recent scholarship, but also in giv- 
ing, in addition to the messianic hope of the canonical books, that of 
other pre-Christian Jewish literature. The needs also of working bib- 
lical students have been closely kept in mind. Each chapter is fur- 
nished with a list of collateral topics and their literature. A selected 
bibliography of messianic prophecy is also given. 

Professor Goodspeed's critical point of view is modern. Driver's 
Introduction to the Literature of the Old Testament furnishes the stand- 
ard. The historical method is also strictly applied in the introductions 
and expositions of the messianic passages'. The historical growth or 
development of the messianic ideas, however, has not been made very 
apparent. This is due to the arrangement of the material in the 
order of events in history, instead of that of the appearance of the 
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literature interpreting these events. Such an arrangement blurs the 
impression of the real historical origin of the messianic ideas given in 
connection with the early ages, and yet has a practical value in ren- 
dering the volume acceptable to many who otherwise might be repelled 
in its perusal. Critical distinctions and conclusions, however, are 
stated clearly and definitely. The prophetic writers in their references 
to the past are properly called the interpreters of legend, story, and 
institution, and not recorders of history. Yet much is allowed for the 
early periods of Israel's history. In the gospel of Moses is found 
Jehovah, a God of righteousness and love requiring obedience to his 
just and holy law. The personal messianic ideal, we infer (since it 
is stated that Solomon did not become the Messiah expected, p. 72), 
is granted to have historically existed at the time of David. It is said 
also that the experiences of Daniel and his companions "may be 
employed in a general way to elucidate and confirm the undoubted 
utterances and experiences of the exiled people" (p. 157). Thus, hap- 
pily for practical effect, a mediating position is taken between the old 
and new views of the Old Testament. This work, then, is safe and 
delightful to place in the hands of every lover of God's Word. 

In one point, however, Professor Goodspeed falls into line with 
extreme critical opinion where we cannot follow him. " Amos," he 
says, " sees not one ray of hope or light for sinful Israel." This view 
we cannot accept. The sifting of 9:9, we hold, is for the purpose of 
saving a remnant, and, although vss. 11-15 maybe late, something 
similar in tone may have formed the conclusion of the original Amos. 
A prophet of Jehovah preaching a hopeless message is to us a contra- 
diction. 

Edward Lewis Curtis. 
Yale Divinity School. 



Die Originalitat des neulich entdeckten hebraischen 
Sirachtextes .... untersucht. Von Ed. Konig. Frei- 
burg i. B.: J. C. B. Mohr, 1 899. Pp. vii + 113. M. 2.50. 

Professor Konig's reply to Professor Margoliouth's attack on the 
Hebrew Ecclesiasticus originally appeared in a series of articles in the 
Expository Times (August, 1899 — January, 1900), and is now republished 
in German with additions. The argument is mainly devoted (1) to show- 
ing that the passages found in the H[ebrew], but not in the G[reek] 
or S[yriac], are, as a rule, in favor of the originality of H, while those 



